
&EPA 
UN:TED ST A ':'ES ENVtRON'Mfil.. "T AL PROTECTfO'.'J AGENC'{ 

WUhiogt;:m, D.C- U\460 

NPDES Compliance Inspection Report 
&etlnn A: Natioal.J Data Systtm Codine 

yr/mo/day 

"lo I• lo I• l2 l1 
Transaction Code NPDES 

lo 13161•11 12 1
11 

Remarks 

lrupection won Day$ Fa.::ility Ev111Ultion Ruing 

Fmm Appftfl'td 
Ofl.iD No_ 21>40-0C!():l 

Approval £;;p1res 1- J J-85 

I 
' ' ' ' ' 

tnspcetor 

!9 W20 
I 

Fae Type I 
~I 

I 
I 

" I I I I 09 70~ 
Bl QA -------Reserv~------- I 

71 ~ 72 ~" UJ 74 75 I I I I lw I ' 

Section B: Ftt!lity Data 

Name- at\d Location cfFaeility inspei;.ttd (For l!fdtafr'¥tl users dUchargn:g tc ?OTU: also 
ittchttk POJW llaJr.£ mid NP DES p!Hmft nWllh<e.rJ 

Entry Time !Due Pennit Eff¢ct:V¢ Date 

Cedar Chemical Corporntion 1000 ! April 21, 2004 June l, '2002 
49 Phillips Road 311 ' Exi1 Time/Da!t ' i'~it Exviration Date Highway 242 South, Helen, Arkansas Phillip~ County ' ' ' 

1045/ April 21, 2004 '. May 31, 2007 
Na!M(s) of On-Site Repre!enllltive(s)!Tille{i)/Phooe Md F.u Number!)) Other F a<:.iht}' Dw. 
Garv Hill! O"-"'rator 

Name, Address ofResponsiblo Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number St.'llpk Locatwn 
N-34-ll-04.9 

Mike Bates/ Hazardou$ Waste Division Chief/ 501-862..0831 Cor.:acted W-90·39·10,2 
Arkansas Dept. of Environmental Quality 

y,. GJ No D 8001Nati-0nal Drive/ Post Office Bo.\'. 8913/ Little Rock, Arkansas 12219-8913 

. 

Stdio!I C: Arta! Evah1atcd Doring l111p«ctron 
(S "'Mtts!~tmy, Y."' Marginal, U"' l'n~otiofactmy, N = l'iQt Evitl\Jitta4} 

N : Pm:nit Li!_ Flow Mtuuttmtat b!J Operstlu11$ & Maintenaact I~ Samplln: I r---
u: Rttun:h/Repom ;N Stlf.MJ)ttitmiltC l'r1lJr&m N Sladgt llandlinz,'Dbp0.,al N '. Pollutirua Pnvcatfo11 I H r--- - ---, 
s Facility Sik Rtvitw 

~ 
Compliautt- Stlit-dult! N Prtlrtttment N : Multimedia - - r---

N Emueat!RtteWlnt Watt~ N Labnratury N Srnrm \\'au:r N I Other: Effluent Limia 

Stctitm lh S11mmt.ry of F!ndtt1gllC-Omments {Attach addlfieaal $hut!!: ifn«~sary} 

Cedar Chemical Corporation was a chemical manufactured that operated an onsite wastewater tn:atment system that included a 
finishing pond. equalization pnnd, bi:ologi:cnl treatment p<:tnd, clarifier and associated water eoil«tion and transfer system. The 
wastewater treatment system dis<:barge by pump to outfall 002 to the 1\-tis$i.Jsippi River, Cedar Chemical ceased operation and in 
March 2002 filed Chapter 11 bank.rnptey. Through the bankruptcy court, Cedar Chemical was abandoned to Arkansas 
Department of Environmental Quality oontrni and all existing wastewater was left on site. At the time of the insp-ection, no 
chemical processes are currently in operation at the site- and the treatment system is no longer rec-eiving or treating any nel\'-
process wastewater. At the present time the only inflow to the treatment system h from rainfall events directly into the treatment 
ponds and from the storm water runoff discharge from the old process area which is approximately lS acres in stze. According 
to a letter from EPA sent to ADEQ dated October 21, 2003. ADEQ" has authority t1> discharge effluent from Cedar Chemical 
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NPDES Permit AR0036412 
Attachment #1 

waste\\'ater treatment system through Outfall 002 to the Mississippi River.'' The discharge from the treatment system to 
Outfall 00:? l\'·iJI only be allowed by ADEQ when necessary to relieve some of the volume of\'t"!tter to prevent an uncontrolled 
release or overRow of the walls of the wastewater treatment ponds. The October 21, 1003 letter stated that "'hen discharging 
"ADE:.Q will sample for the necessary parameters reqniffii by Cedar's existing NPDES permit and provide the results of that 
sampling to EPA as soon as possible.'j EPA also expects ADEQ to "report in writing to {Vivian liar£} the volume of the 
discharge. the duration of the time which the discharge occurred and any observable impacts on the receiving '"'ater'' within 
five (5) days of the discharge. ADEQ has secured througfi contract a class I operator part time to oversee the wastewater 
treatment system. The operator has been monitoring the discharge flow and the pH of the discharge flow. The inspection on 
April 21, 2004 and the review of Department files have revealed the following items: 

1. The effiuent from the discharge point002 ll·as not being monitored at the frequency as required by the permit in Part t, 
pages 1 thru S. The effiuent according to Technical Services Division of ADEQ was last sampled for all the para1nett-rs 
listed in Part!, pages 1thru5 of the permit except Acute Biomonitoring on November 19, 2003, by Water Division staff, 
The Priority Pollutants and the Acute Biomouitoring according to permit, is to be monitored once per quarter and 
according to ADEQ Hazardous Waste Division staff there were discharges in the first quarter of2004 but the discharge u·as 
not sampled. 

2. The NPDES permit for Cedar Chemical requires in Part 1, page 1 that BOD, TSS aud .COD he monitored once per week 
when there is a discharge. Atcording to Departmeot records the last time the emueut from 002 discharge point was 
monitored for these parameters was on November 19. 2003, for the quarterly sample. The facility has had a number -0r 
weeks that has had discharges since November 19; 2003, which were not sampled. 

3. The samples collected on November 191 2003, were grab samples but the permit requires BOD, TSS, COD, Acute 
Biomoniroring, and Priority Pollutants to be 24~hour composite sample. The san1ple is to be collected proportional to flow. 

4. The results from the monitoring of the eftlueut on Navember 19. 2003, have not been submitted to EPA as per the 
require1nents in the October 21 1 2003 letter. 

5. The operator that·\1\-'as at the site was monitoring pH aud flow daily when disc barging and submitting the information to 
ADEQ Hazardous Waste Division (HWD). The daily analytical results for flow and pH have not been reported to EP .r\ as. 
directed in the letter dated October 21, 2003, from EPA, 

6. Not all of the records required in Part II Section C~3 of the permit are being kept by the operator for pH satnpling. 
Records should include the following; (a) date and time of sampling along with date and time of analy,es, (b) The name -0f 
the person who colle<:ted the sample along with person who performed the analyses, (c) The analytical te<hniqueormethod 
used, (d} The exact location of sampling, preservatives used and the method of sampling, {e) AH the results of analyses. 

7. The operator wbQ was doing the effluent monitoring for pl! was not keeping catihration records uor did the records 
Include maintenance that was performed on the pH meter as required by the NPDES permit in Part II Section C~3. 

8. Duplicate analysis for pH was not performed by the operator once a batch or once every 10 samples of the batch as 
required in Part II Seetion C~3. 

9. One of the two discharge pumps was not operational at the time of the inspei;tion, The operator was concern that the 
second pump may go out also. On most permitted facilities that would be sitetl as a violation of part II Section B-la, of the 
permit. 

10. Th~ operator did not know nor did he have any records on when the flo'ft· meter was last calibrated. He kne'"- the meter 
was calibrated when Cedar Cfiemical was in operation. No flow checks were being perform to insure that the flow meter 
was operating w·ithin a +/. 10 "la of the true value. This is requir£d in Part II Section C-2 of Cedar Chemical NPDE.S 
PermJt. 

11. The vegetation on the banks of tbe lag-0ons, around the pump stations and control building should be mowed and 
ntaintained in the very near future. This could be required by the permit in Patt II Section B~l , 

Since the inspection, ADEQ Hazardous \''aste Division staff as drafted a "1\'lemorandurn of Understanding" between the 
Divis.ions of the Oepartn1ent to address corrective action for most of the items noted above. 
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Cedar Ch£mical CarJWraiian was a chemical manufacturer that operated an on-site wastewate treatment system that indu!led an equalkatiun 
pqtut, bl/Jlogial ucqtment po"'1,jlltishing pond, clarifier and starm Waler colln:tiDn sysum. TJte -steWuter treatment zysum discharged fry pump 
frtmt Outfall 002 te the 1lfinissippi River. Cetlar Chemical CM.ted operation andfiletl Chapter 11 bankruptcy in Mart'h 2tw2. Through the 
bankruptcy cnurt, Cedar Chemical was abandoned f(I ADEQ conl1<>1. At the tim<r nf iRspe<tifn1, no chemical process a wue in operution at the site 
and ,he treatm£1t1 system is no long.er r~g or treating an.v new pHJcess warer. Tlte only injlaw th ilie treatment syfi'lem is wrm waUr ranoff 
ftttm the 15 acre site atiJ l'fl.infq(f event~- diredly iJtid the treatment iwtuls, 

In July 1004, a Pr/Jtocolfor the opertllion of the Cedar Chemical Compdny Wasttm-'tlter Treatment Plant between the Hawnlous Waste. Watt-r, a11d 
Technical Assistance Diiisions of ADEQ was adopted. At the time of insp«tinn, the f.JP~ t>f the facility apµared w befC11lC1wfng all ce1rd1tl1Jnfi 
toet forth itt. the protocoL Thl!Tt! 11te a couple of ircms tP mJte. The wustewtiter In-els in the Primary apJ Finishing Ponds were e.xtremdy law. .4lso, 
the flaw mtter has not bttlt. calibl'fUed and the opuatllt has ho means lo matilially eon duct fWw t<hecks.. 
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_"ffOm: 
To: 
Sent: 
SUbjeci: 

Gary, here's a copy of the analytical reoullll. 

Thanks, Melanie 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS· 
Atnc 

OUr Lab#: 2005-3082 

Your Sample ID: Cedar Chem Outfall 002 

Description: Cedar Chemicaf AR0036412 
Slulple Type-: Sp«jal Sample 
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Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) 
Official Photo ra h Sheet 

Location: Cedar Chemical, 49 Phillips Road 311, Helena, Arkansas 72342 

Photographer: Witness: Gary HiO, OperaJor 

Photo# Date: 11/09/05 Time: 

Description: 

Photographer: Witness: Gary Hill, Operator 

Photo # Date: Time: 

Description: 

11:24 a.m. 

11:24 a.m. 



Location: 

Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) 
Official Photo ra h Sheet 

Cedar Chemical, 49 Phillips Road 311, Helena, Arkansas 72342 

Photographer: Steven L. Henderson Witness: Gary Hill, Operator 

Photo # 6 Date: 11/09105 Time: 11:25 a.m. 

Description: 

Photographer: Stevui L. Henderson Witness: Gary Hill, Operator 

Photo # 6 Date: 11/09105 Time: 11:25 a.m. 

Description: 
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Location: 

Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) 
Official Photo ra h Sheet 

Cedar Chemical, 49 Phillips Road 242 South, Helena, Arkansas 72342 

Photographer: Steven L. Henderson Witness: Gary Hill, Operator 

Photo# 6 Date: 11109105 Time: 

Description: Finishing Pond 

Photographer: Witness: Gary Hill, Operator 

Photo# 6 Date: Time: 

Description: Finishing Pond 

11:24 a.m. 

11:24 a.m. 
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